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he wished to rid the world of a tyrant. According to Muhammad Kazim,
however, Nadir, at the beginning of the private interview, promised* the
man his life if he would state who had prompted him to fire ; Nik Qadam
thereupon named* Rida Quli. He had, he explained, been one of the
prince's bodyguard and his prowess as a marksman had often attracted
Rida Quli's notice ; one day, when the prince was in the company of
Muhammad £Iusain Khan Qajar and Ra$im Sultan of Merv, he asked
Nik Qadam whether he would attempt to shoot the Shah. Nik Qadam
agreed to do so, and went specially to Herat for that purpose in June,
1740, but no opportunity of doing the deed arose. After the disbandment
of Rida Quli's bodyguard at Qara Tappa', he again urged Nik Qadam
to kill his father, and the man lay in wait repeatedly, but it was not until
the Shah was marching from Sari to Ashraf that he was able to fire ; his
shot, however, missed its mark. The prince's enemies had already
repeatedly alleged that he had been responsible for the deed, and these
allegations had, as had been intended, come to Nadir's ears ; he was,
as was natural, much upset at hearing that these allegations were (appar-
ently) confirmed, and he determined to send for Rida Quli and tax him
with the crime. As for Nik Qadam, he kept his promise that the man's
life should be spared, but he deprived him of his sight.1
The above account sounds plausible, but one must bear in mind that
Muhammad Kazim was in Turkistan at the time, and that he, therefore,
had no first-hand knowledge of the matter. He was incorrect (as has
already been pointed out) in stating that the attempt on Nadir's life was
made between Sari and Ashraf, and he does not explain how he was able
to reproduce, as he purports to do, the actual conversation between Nadir
and Nik Qadam at the private interview.8 He was likewise wrong in
stating that Nik Qadam had been in Rida Quli's service.
It is, of course, possible that Nik Qadam did, in fact, accuse the prince,
but it by no means follows that, if he did so, he was speaking the truth.
In the chapter of the Ta'rikh-i-Nadiri relating to events in Daghistan
between 1741 and 1743, Mirza Mahdi makes no mention of the blinding
of the prince, but, in the concluding portion of his book, which he wrote
after Nadir's death, when he no longer had any motive for withholding or
distorting the truth, he clearly stated that the Shah's mind had been
poisoned against his son by the " evil whisperings and imputations "
(wasawis wa tawahhumai) of malicious persons8 ; earlier in his book he
1K.N., pp. 583-588.
*Ci his record of Nadir's confidential advice to Rida Quli at Bahar Sufla (see p. 168 above).
» T.fF,, p. 263. Malcolm (Vol. II, p. 97) stated that Nadir " is believed to have had no evidence
oi his son s guilt but his own suspicions "; in a footnote on the same page he said: " I
have conversed with the descendants of several of Nadir's chief omrahs (i.e., wnara), who
aft concurred ia the truth of Mirza Mahdi's statement of this fact."

